Folder: GSA-2015-000208 -@gsa.gov_O

Subject: Re: Fw: Fw: Should we close 75-200 to new offers for next two years?

Date: Thu, 15 Jul 2010 08:09:30 -0500

From: e@gsa.gov>

To: @gsa.gov>

Message-ID: < . - . 42C9D0@LocalDomain>
MD5: c4c695af08aa79f3abebac290fbd7b52
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- Are you available at this time? We can come to your office.

_ please join us if you are available
- Please see below

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message -----
From:

:05 AM EDT

ould we close 75-200 to new offers for next two years?

Here's some background you need to know.
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"Specifically, QS was asked to look at their schedules programs and determine if there are
opportunities to merge schedules, rationalize offerings, and provide the products and services in a new
more customer focused and efficient way. The context of the conversation is that FAS across the board
can benefit from strengthening our approach to building and maintaining customer focused offerings.
We dedicate considerable resources to legacy programs, operations, processes and applications that
may not be the best answer for the customer any longer.

In response to this management council tasking, we have implemented a
national framework team to start addressing all the component parts. You
all named as your representative on the framework team.
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Are you available to discuss the below sometime on Thursday?

thanks,
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Sent: : EDT

Subject: Re: Fw: Fw: Should we close 75-200 to new offers for next two years?
| believe we need to discuss with. on conf call

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- !I’I |na| Message -----
G 5)0) )

Sent: 07/14/2010 01:44 PM EDT

Subject: Re: Fw: Fw: Should we close 75-200 to new offers for next two years?

What kind of impact would this have on the small business and socioeconomic busyness?

/RO2/GSA/GOV

gsa.gov>

Fw: Fw: Should we close 75-200 to new offers for next two years?
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Fyi

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

Sent: 1:57 AM EDT

ubject: Re: Fw:
Good Day Everyone,

to new offers for next two years?

@gsa.gov>

C

S
u
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This is moving quickly

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld
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Sent: 07/14/201009:12 AM EDT

to new ofters for next two years?
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e: Should we close 75-200 to new offers for next two years?#

Let's go ahead and close the schedule,- we will re-evaluate after 24 months. Please advise
on possible timing.

We will continue to modify new schedule contracts.
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Should we close 75-200 to new offers for next two years?
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Subject: Schedule 75 Postponement Responses
Date: Wed, 8 Sep 2010 16:34:39 -0500
From:
To:
Cc:

Message-ID: . .007108C0@LocalDomain>

MD?5: 9e53003daccbf6bc16c27795ec7074d7
Attachments: Schedule 75 Media Inquiry Matt Weigelt 9.8.docx

the responses to your inquiry regarding Schedule emporary postponement.
Please direct all further inquiries t_

(See attached file: Schedule 75 Media Inquiry Matt Weigelt 9.8.docx)
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